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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-34 are pending in this examination with claims 1,16, 22, 26, 30 and 34 
being independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. The aforementioned claims recite that a first session is created between a 
terminal and the server to transfer non-login data, however further discloses logging in 
the user of the terminal within the first session. This is unclear since it is impossible to 
not log in a user without transferring login information. Applicant is required to amend 
the claims to further clarify the process as claimed. 

4. Furthermore it is unclear what is encompassed by the term "non-login data". 
Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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Claims 1, 5, 6, 9. 14, 16, 20, 22, 23, 25-27, 29-31, and 33 rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fang et al. (USPN 6,243,816) (hereinafter 
Fang) in view of Taylor et al. (USPN 6,256,676) (hereinafter Taylor). 

2. Referring to claim 1 , Fang discloses a system for integrated processing of 

information from a plurality of data systems, the system comprising: 

a first network connection (1, 3), the first network connection adapted to receive 

information sent from a terminal over a first network and also adapted to received 

information set to the terminal (Figure 3); 

a plurality of data system connections 6, each data system connection of the 

plurality of data system connections adapted to receive information sent to a respective 

data system of the plurality of data systems (Figure 3); 

a server coupled to the first network connection and the plurality of data system 

connections, the server including: 

a processor (an inherent feature of any machine running the operating 
systems described in col. 4, lines 7-14); 

a memory coupled to the processor, the memory including a plurality of 
data system instructions objects (i.e. id/password combinations), wherein each 
data system instructions object of the plurality of data system instructions objects 
corresponds to a respective data system of the plurality of data systems, and 
wherein each data system instructions object manages communications between 
the terminal and the respective data system of the plurality of data systems by 
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the data system instructions object if the plurality that corresponds to a particular 
data system communicating through an applications interface with the terminal to 
exchange data relevant to the particular data system and by the data systems 
instruction object communicating with the corresponding data system through a 
separate application programming interface from the communications with the 
terminal in order to exchange data between the data systems instruction object 
and the data system (i.e. it is managed by the object since if the object does not 
approve of the connection to the data system, it is not allowed) (e.g. abstract; 
Figure 6; col. 4, lines 1-6; col. 5, lines 1-20; col. 6, lines 42-49; col. 6, line 64 to 
col. 7, line 30). 

Fang does not disclose exchanging non-login data via a first session between the 
terminal and the server and exchanging non-login data via a second session between 
the server and the data systems. In analogous art, Taylor discloses another system for 
integrated processing of information which discloses exchanging non-login data via a 
first session between the terminal and the server and exchanging non-login data via a 
second session between the server and the data systems (Figure 18; col. 8, lines 25-32; 
col. 11, lines 20-30; col. 14, lines 20-45; col. 31, lines 28-33). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teaching of Taylor with Fang in 
order to produce improved message tracking and manipulation of disparate systems 
utilizing differing protocols as supported by Taylor (col. 6, lines 55-65). 
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3. Referring to claim 5, Fang discloses the memory includes a user profile (i.e. a 
login coordinator; Figure 5), wherein the user profile instructions object: 

receives login information of a user from the terminal (Figure 3; col. 6, lines 42- 
45); and 

determines the access rights of the user for each respective data system of the 
plurality of data systems (col. 6, lines 42-49). 

4. Referring to claim 6, Fang discloses the plurality of data systems instructions 
objects are object-oriented software modules (the Office takes the term "object-oriented" 
to mean "able to organize the software modules in a hierarchal manner") (Figure 10 and 
pertinent portions of the disclosure). 

5. Referring to claim 9, Fang discloses the first network connection is a WAN port 
(i.e. Internet) (col. 12, lines 44-45). 

6. Referring to claim 14, Fang discloses each data system being coupled to the 
server via a respective data system connection of the plurality of data system 
connections (Figure 3). 

7. Claims 16, 20, 22, 23, 25-27, 29-31 , and 33 are rejected for similar reasons as 
stated above. Furthermore Fang discloses sending the data system access rights 
information to a terminal based at least in part on the determined set of data systems of 
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the plurality of data systems to which the user has access (Figure 6 and related portions 
of the disclosure). 



Claims 2, 4, 15, 17, 24, 28, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fang in view of Taylor in view of Star (US Pre-Grant Pub. 
2002/0062270). 

8. Referring to claim 2, Fang in view of Taylor discloses the invention substantively 
as described in claim 1 . Fang in view of Taylor furthermore discloses the plurality of 
data system connections includes a first data system connection and a second data 
system connection, and the plurality of data system instructions objects include a first 
data system instructions object and a second data systems instructions object, wherein 
the first data systems instructions object is different from the second data systems 
instructions object (Fang, Figure 5 and related portions of the disclosure). Fang in view 
of Taylor does not specifically state that the first data system connection and the second 
data system connection are selected from the group consisting of a credit services 
system connection, an inventory services system connection, a customer services 
system connection, and an activations system connection and the plurality of data 
system instructions objects are selected from the group consisting of a credit services 
instructions object, an inventory services instructions object, customer services 
instructions object, and an activations system instructions object. In analogous art, Star 
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discloses another integrated processing system from a plurality of data systems wherein 
the first data system connection and the second data system connection are selected 
from the group consisting of a credit services system connection, an inventory services 
system connection, a customer services system connection, and an activations system 
connection and the plurality of data system instructions objects are selected from the 
group consisting of a credit services instructions object, an inventory services 
instructions object, customer services instructions object, and an activations system 
instructions object (pp. 3-4, H 24; p. 5, H 33). It would be obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of 
Star with Fang and Taylor to facilitate a small business with the services required for 
managing the day-to-day financial transactions of the company as supported by Star (p. 
1. J8). 

9. Referring to claim 4, Fang in view of Taylor discloses the invention substantively 
as described in claim 1 . Fang in view of Taylor does not specifically disclose the 
memory includes an accounting services instructions object. In analogous art, Star 
discloses another integrated processing system from a plurality of data systems wherein 
the memory includes an accounting services instructions object (pp. 3-4, H 24). It would 

be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Star with Fang and Taylor to facilitate a small business with the 
services required for managing the day-to-day financial transactions of the company as 
supported by Star (p. 1 , ^ 8). 
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10. Claims 15, 17, 24, 28, and 32 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claims 8, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fang in view of Taylor in view of Koenig et al. (USPN 6,101,198) (hereinafter 
Koenig). 

1 1 . Fang in view of Taylor discloses the invention substantively as described in claim 
1 . Fang in view of Taylor does not disclose having a second network connection being 
adapted to receive information sent from the terminal over the second network and also 
adapted to receive information sent to the terminal, wherein the second network is 
different from the first network. Koenig discloses a computer terminal having a second 
network connection (i.e. another Internet port, HTTP port) being adapted to receive 
information sent from the terminal over the second network and also adapted to receive 
information sent to the terminal, wherein the second network is different from the first 
network (e.g. abstract; Figure 4; col. 7, line 56 to col. 8, line 9). It would be obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Koenig with Fang and Taylor to allow a redundant backup system in case a 
connection fails, thereby increasing customer service and reliability. 

12. Claim 12 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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Claims 3, 11, 13, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fang in view of Taylor in view of Cusack et a! (US 2003/0120546) 
(hereinafter Cusack). 

13. Referring to claim 3, Fang in view of Taylor discloses the invention substantively 
as described in claim 1 . Fang in view of Taylor does not disclose a POS database 
coupled to the server and the memory includes a POS services instructions object.. 
Cusack discloses another system for integrated processing of multiple data systems 
which includes a POS database (152; Figure IB) and the memory includes a POS 
services instructions object (pp. 6-7 H 57). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary 

skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Cusack 
with Fang and Taylor to provide viable real-time implementation of POS transactions 
without causing significant burdens to network infrastructures or undue increases in 
infrastructure costs as supported by Cusack (pp. 1-2, H 1 1). 

14. Claims 11, 13, and 18, are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claims 19 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fang in view of Taylor in view of Cusack as used in the rejections above, and 
further in view of Levie et al. (USPN 6,065,679) (hereinafter Levie). 
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15. Referring to claim 19, Fang in view of Taylor in view of Cusack disclose the 
invention substantively as described in claim 18. Fang in view of Taylor in view of 
Cusack do not specifically disclose having POS offline instructions to provide POS 
application functions wherein a data connection between the terminal and server is 
inoperable, and a persistent message queue to store the POS application information. 
Levie discloses another POS application system which includes having POS offline 
instructions to provide POS application functions wherein a data connection between 
the terminal and server is inoperable, and a persistent message queue to store the POS 
application information (col. 64, lines 56 to col. 65, line 15). It would be obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Levie with Fang, Taylor and Cusack to allow financial transactions to occur 
wherein there is no environment which does not provide access phone lines or networks 
as supported by Levie (col. 65, lines 1-10. 

16. Claim 34 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claims 7 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fang in view of Taylor in view of Porter (USPN 6,714,978). 

17. Referring to claim 7, Fang in view of Taylor discloses the invention substantively 
as described in claim 1 . Fang in view of Taylor does not disclose the plurality of data 
systems instructions objects are Java beans. Porter discloses another system of record 
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transaction processing which shows data instructions objects as Java beans (col. 21, 
lines 1 -2). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Porter with Fang and Taylor because it 
would provide for reduced complexity of the system while allowing for the ease of future 
upgrades or replacements and software enhancements. 

18. Claim 21 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Response to Amendment 

19. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-34 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

20. Applicant has had numerous opportunities to amend the claimed subject matter, 
and has failed to modify the claim language to distinguish over the prior art of record by 
clarifying or substantially narrowing the claim language. Thus, Applicant apparently 
intends that a broad interpretation be given to the claims and the Examiner has adopted 
such in the present and previous Office action rejections. See In re Prater and Wei, 162 
USPQ541 (CCPA 1969), and MPEP 2111. 

Again, it is the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims 
drawn to limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed 
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invention in manner, which distinguishes over the prior art. As it is Applicant's right to 
continue to claim as broadly as possible their invention. It is also the Examiner's right to 
continue to interpret the claim language as broadly as possible. It is the Examiner's 
position that the detailed functionality (/,e. what constitutes non-login data) that allows 
for Applicant's invention to overcome the prior art used in the rejection, fails to 
differentiate in detail how these features are unique. Thus, it is clear that Applicant 
must submit amendments to the claims in order to distinguish over the prior art use in 
the rejection that discloses different features of Applicant's claim invention. 

21 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

23. Jones et al. (USPN 5,655,077) discloses authenticating access to heterogeneous 
computing devices. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Busif^ss Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). ] //A 
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